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FO QUuoTATIONS; 3 
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' There is allo added, 


1 POSTSCRIPT, 


1] Wherein are laid open Dr. CLARKE's Falſe | 


Reaſonings concerning the Divine Self N 
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. o the Reverend 
N PTA K K = 
Reflor of St. James CE Weſiminſer : * 
Being an ANSWER to the 


Che of his Reply, &c. 


W e Sir, 


IE n . 


J ſoon as I had read the Chee 
RE of your Reply fo Mr. Nelſon, 
upon its firſt coming out, I 
N reſolvd not to let it paſs 
Rx without my taking due notice 
| Emer of it. But I judg'd it moſt 
Proper, not to publiſh by it ſelf what J had 
to lay relating thereto , but rather to add it 
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not def gn an Anſwer to the avg 0 if 
they did, that J might have Leave to add 


0. 13 5 equiſite to ſay in rela- 
a c the Feet x he e 
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Fs great Worth, ; and, alſo thinking, tor ſome 
Reaſons, and 5 ne Time, 2 at the o_ | 
n odo ing ae Rep/ 7,” a 
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(Former Letter to you, which you call my) 
Second Reply, I W HOL LT refer my ſelf 
to other Modern Authors: When it is ſo eaſie 
for any ordinary Reader to ſee diſprov d, what 
you thus roundly aſſert, by barely looking 


into my Second Reply ; where he will find ſe- 


veral (not to ſay, the far greateſt Number 


of) Pages OLLI taten ip in plain 
Dint of Argument againſt you, without fefer- 
ring to any other Modern Author. 3 


\ Your Second Pretence for having no farther 


 Controverfie with me is of the like Stamp, 


being this, that 7 forbear entring my ſelf into 


the Merits of the Cauſe at all. Now the Rea- 
der is to know, that other Perſons being en- 


gagd in anſwering the Book entituled, 7he 
Scripture Doctrine of the Trinity, J made Re- 
marks on the Introduction thereto. You defen- 
ded the Introduction, T made- a Reply to the 
Defence. So that the CAUSE; wherein we 
two were engag'd, was concerning the Truth 
or Falſhood of what is contain'd in your I- 


traduction. And whether I have forborn to 


enter into the MERITS of that CAUSE 
41 all, jet any impartial Reader judge. Be. 


ſides, either your Introduction is of ſome Uſe, 


or it is not. If it 7s not, why. did you trou- 


ble the World with it? That zs, then you 
ought to have gone on to defend it, if you 


could: And my not entring into the MERITS. 
of the CAUSE contain d in your Book can 


be no good Reaſon, for your not having any 


fur. 


5 


to the Reverend Dr. Clarke. 7 


further Controverſie with me, in reference to 


the MERITS of the CAUSE containd 


in your Introduction. 


Further yet, I have occaſionally, i in my 
Former Letter (or, as you call it, my Second 


Reply) to you, ſaid ſo much in reference to 
the Merits of the Cauſe, contain d even in 
your Book, as makes it neceſſary for you 
to have further Controverſie with me, in order 
to maintain your 48th Pro 4270 tion, or to recon- 
cile what you therein aſſert, with what you 
aſſert in Page 5. of your Letter to me. For 
I have in Page 33. of my Former Letter to 
you, plainly an by a Syllogiſm ſet down 
at length, that your two Aſſertions in the ſaid 
two forecited Places are inconfiſtent one with 
the other. And what is more, I plainly e- 
nough challeng d you to anſwer the foregoing 


Syllogiſm, if you could, by thus going on to 


_ expreſs my ſelf in Page 34. of my Former 
Letter toyou: © And now, Sir, where are 
vou got, but into an Hole, out of which 
_ © you can never get, but by confeſſing your 
Errors, both in aſſerting in your 48th pro- 


* poſition, that the SON had 1 before 


4 his Incarnation, DISTINCT GR. 
2 SHIP paid him in his OWN Perſon; 


and alſo in aſſerting Page 5. of your Let- 


| . ter, that Elohim in Pſal. 45. 6. can fiznifie 


* BUT One Perſon, viz. the SON.” 
Well, but tho the Two Reaſons made uſe 


' of by you for nat having any further Con- 
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Phfr Bartl outiroluſ ahſnedzouBriiflarke, | 


to the Reverend Dr. Clarke. 9 
a Month before they came to my Hands, after 
the Publication. The Bookſeller alledg d for his 
Excuſe, that None in the Great Paper came ſoon- 
er to Town. And now, Sir, give me leave to _ 

than you for that Book which came to my q 
ſhare; as I do moſt heartily, for the TRUE 
Pains you have taken in EXPOSING the 

 SOPHISTRT of your Adverſary, The MN 
PICTURE you have ſet before him out of { 

Biſhop Bull, has provoł d him to anſwer, as I =. 

hear, what relates to him in that Life: Tho I | 
think, it comes too late, after having made me 
a Viſit laſt Summer on purpoſe to thank me for 

| having usd him like a GENTLEMAN, 

which he farther explain d, by NOT having 

MISREP RESENTED him. Tagree en. 

 Zirely with you, that he has PUT me in a 

DIFFERENT Light, from what I RE. 

 ALLT appear in; and his QUOTATTI- 

ONS are ſo FOUL, that they do not-repre- 

| ſent MT Senſe, but his OWN: Which the 
rather inclines me to believe, when I do not ex- 
amin, that he treats OTHER Authors at the 


SAME rate, © 

| _ Here, Sir, you fee, that Mr. NELSON 

L moſt heartily thanks me for the T RUE Pains 

I had taken in EXPOSING the SOP HT 

STRT of Jou, my Adverſary. Wherefore 
ſince you allow Mr. Ne/ſox to have been One 
that anderſtood True Reaſoning ; and not only 

» | fo, but alſo a Man of Candour and Fairneſs, it 


rg rang IA HIS HO Hwy LH ANI 4. 1 WARE (7 RT 7 


_ evidently follows, that by that very Judge you 
appeal'd to, and who, accotding to your own 
Acknowledgment, was unexceptionably qua- 
lify'd to give a right Judgment in the Caſe, 
FO77 fland condems'd of SOPHISTRY. 
or Falſe Reaſoning, and I am acquitted, as 
One that has taken 7 RVE Paius in expoſing 
your Sophiſtry, which is in other Words, as One 
that has uſed True Reaſoning. For Sophiſtry | 
can be expoſed only by True Reaſoning ; and 
if the Sophiſter be an Artiſt in his Way, then 
the more Pains are requir'd to expoſe his Sophi- 
iy by True Reaſoning. Whence it follows, 
that as the foremention'd Expreſſion of Mr. 
Nelſon does expreſsly condemn you of Sophi- 
70 ; ſo it does withal imply, that you are in- 
deed a great Maſter of Sophiſtry. Which, as 
it is a moft True and Juſt Character of you, in re- 
* lation to your Management of the Controver- 
3 ſie relating to the Trinity, ſo it is a Character 
| I do by no means exvy you. And thus I leave 
the Reader to judge, if I have not FULLY 
anſwer d what you were ple as d to ſay concerning 
me, in the Cloſe of your Reply to Mr. Nel. 
, N EW Lear nl 


EE Eg RA eren 
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But that 2/7 Letter may be ſerviceable, not | 
barely to my own Vindication from what you 
have ſaid in the foremention d Cloſe, but alſo 
to the Publick Good, (if not to your On, as 4 
| mo 


" TORE 
U Narr CENS VPC TY FT, TOO Oe rs — 


10 the Reverend Pr. Clarke. "= | 


moſt heartily deſi ire 3) I ſhall praceed to ſhew 
in the firſt place, how juſtly you are charg'd - 
by Mr. Nelſan (in the latter part of that Piece 
of this Letter to me, above inſerted info this 
printed Letter) with FOUL QUOTATIONS 
or Wilful Miſrepreſeutation of his Writings, and 
| conſequently, that little or no Regard.is to be 
had to you, as to the Quotations made uſe of by 
you (either out of the Holy or e 
in order to procure the Aſſent of Unwary or 
Credulous Readers to your Heterodbx or Falſe 
Doctrins concerning the Trinity: And then 1 
ſhall in the ſecond place, and by way of Poſe. 
feript, lay open your Falſe Reaſonings concer- 
ning the Divine Self - Exiſtence and ble: 
| mary . 
8 The Reader then Is to know: that as. One 
2 Principal Deſign of your I«trodeition to the 
Firſt Book concerning the Trinity, was to leſ- 
en, or indeed to quite tate away the Defe- 
| rence that ought to be paid to the Authority 
a and Traditions of the Church, in determining 
the True Senſe of difficult Texts of Scripture ; | 
ſo one Principal Deſign of my Remarks on the 
Introduction, was to ſhew the Weakneſs of your 
Arguments or Suggeſtions, and that rhe beſt 
and moſt, unexceptionable Way to determine 
the True Senſe of Difficult Texts, is, by fol- 
lowing the Expoſition of the Catholick Church, 
or of the Primitive Fathers in general. Here- 
upon, in your Letter written to me by way of 
7 Reply to my Remarks, you conclude the whole 
D 2 with 
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. with ſeveral Quotations out of Mr. NELSON's 
Life of Biſhop Bull, as if they made againſt 
me ang for you. And indeed, as you have ſet 
em down, any Reader (relying on your In- 
genuity or common Honeſty in this matter) 
might be eaſily led into ſuch an Opinion. 
But theſe are the QUOTATIONS, which 
Mr. Nelſon in his Letter (in part) above in- 
ſerted, complains of, as being ſo FOUL, that 


they 2 not” repreſent HI 5 Senſe, but Your 


DER... 

And in a former Letter to me, pouring Date 
Chriſtmas Eve 1713, in reference to the 0 
Quotations, Mr. Nelſon has theſe Words : 


all Dr. Clarke's Quotations are of the ſame 75 | 
with THOSE which he has cited from Biſhop 


Bulls Life, I AM SURE NOTHING CAN 
BE FOULER. I do not know, whether you have 
taken notice of it ; but in the Firſt he has not 


REPRESENTED my Senſe : For he has LEFT 
OUT TWO LINES which DETERMINE 


* 
For the Fuller Satisfaction of the Reader in 


this Caſe, and the Clearer Evidence of your 
Mr. Nel. 


Difingenuity, I ſhall here ſet down 
 fon's Words, both as they ſtand in Biſhop Bulls 
Life, and as they are cited by JO in the End 
of Your Letter to me. 


| Mr. 
1 
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to the Reverend Dr. Clarke. 13 i 
Mr. Nelſon's Words | Mr. Nelſon's Words, iy 
as they ſtand in| as they are cited by 
Page 184. of Bi- Dr. Clarke in p.37. 
ſhop Buls Life, | of his Letter to me. 


Now as the Method] Now (ſays Mr. Nel. 
of our Author was al- | ſon) as theMethod of our 
ways to ſeek Truth at | Author Bp. Bull] was 
the Fountain lead; always to ſeek Truth at 
whatever Reſpett he\ the Fountain Head ; 

[might have for our firſt | whatever Reſpect he 
Reformers, and ſome 0- might have for our firſt 
ther great Divines both | Reformers, and ſome o- 
Foreigners and Natives, | ther great Divines both 

he could by no means | Foreigners and Natives, 
take up with their Au- he could by no meang 
thority, though never ſo | take up with their Au- 

pom pouſiy ſet off; but | thority, though never ſo 
was for going directiy] pompouſly ſet off; but 
to the very Originals was for going directly 
themſelves, AND FOR | to the very Originals 
CONSULTING| themſelves N 

THE MOST ANCI- TE. ' 

ENT AND UNEX-| i . 1 

CEPTIONABLE [| 

WITNESSES, where | 

any DIFFERENCE 

{might happen to ariſe 
concerning Them. Ac- 


_— 


Ac- 


cordingly, he betakes | cordingly, he Betakes 
| 


himſelf in the very firſt | himſelf, in the very firſt 


place, 


14 4 Second Reply 

place, to the Holy Scri- place, to the Noly Scri- tc 
ptures; and here he pru- | ptures ; and here he pru- I 
dently begins with That | dentiy begins with That B 

which is obvious and which is obvious and 01 
plain, rather than That | plain, rather than with I v1 
which is ambiguons and That which is ambigu- b» 
obſcure: © [our and olſcure. (le 


This bare comparing of Mr. Nelſon s Word; | ar 
as they. ſtand in Biſhop Bulls Lite, and asf az 
they are cited by you, will (I doubt not) ap-] fo 
pear to the Reader a moſt clear and undeniable Inc 
Proof, or Specimen, that Mr. Nelſon had but lv 
too juſt Reaſon to complain of your Quotation T. 
being, FOUL, even to ſuch a degree, as NO. be 
7 HIN G can le FO UL ER. And then it l fa 
will follow, that I likewiſe have no Reaſon toff up 
complain of Jon as an Adverſary, who has} be 
dealt with me in ſo FOUL a mauner as NO- 4 
THING cas le FOULER. Inſomuch 
that all Perſons of Candour and Fairneſs can 
not think me (or any other) to be under an 
Obligation of having further Controverfie with vi 
ſo FOUL an Adverſary. \/ KO 717 
For to conſider diſtinctly the Particulars off tt 
your Foul Dealing contain d in the Specimery 
above ſet down. The Diſpute between uf 
was, What Deference ought to be paid to thi 
Authority of the PRIMITIVE Fathers of th: 
Church. You in the firſt-place, cite or write 
Mr. Nelſon's Words in ſuch a manner, as if thq o, 
Diſpute between Us was about the. Deferencſ | 
| ow | | | 10 
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to the Reverend Dr. Clarke, 15 


to be paid to the Authority of MODERN 


Pivines. For when Mr. N. fays of Biſhop 
Bull, that Whatever Reſpeft he might have for 
our Firſt Reformers, ay, x other great Di. 
vines, both Foreigners and Natives, he could © 
by nv means take up with their Authority; it is 
evident, that by Their Author ity Mr. Nelſon 


meant the Authority of our Firſt Reformers, 


and the other great Divines both Foreigners 
and Natives, which liv'd at, or ſince the Re- 
formation; the Authority of whom, I was 
no ways concern d to defend: Whereas you 
write AUTHORITY in Great Letters, as if 
That was the Authority we were diſputing a- 
bout ; and conſequently, as if Mr. Nelſon, by 
ſaying, that Biſhop Bull could by no means tate 
up with their AUTHORITY, had faid, that 


both Biſhop Bull and Himſelf were againſt that 


Authority Iwascontending fo. 

And then in the ſecond Place, you go on to 
do what is yet worſe, or more Foul, nay, than 
which nothing can be Fouler; namely, to pre- 
vent your Aer being Undeceiv'd in the 
Matter, by what follows in the latter Part of 


the ſame Sentence; wherein Mr. Nelſon ob- 


ſerves, what was the Biſhop's Method: To 


prevent I ſay, this, you cite only ſo much of 


the latter part of the ſaid Sentence, as taken 

by it ſelf, ſeem'd to make for you, viz. [He, 
z. e. the Biſhop] was for going directly to the very 
Originals themſelves ; and you ſeruple not to 


leave out (above) Two Lines, which immedi- | 


ately 


— 


ately follow, and which determine (as Mr.! 
Nelſon himſelf has obſerv'd in one of his Let. 
ters abovemention d) the True Senſe of the 
whole Sentence, and which plainly turns, 
All that Mr. Nelſon ſays, en my fide, and direct- 
ly againſt you, viz. And He, i. e. the Biſhop, 
wit for conſulting the MOST, ANCIENT 
and UNEXCEPTIONABLE WITNESS , 
where any DIFFERENCE might happen to a- 
riſe concerning them. For the plain Meaning! 
of this laſt Clauſe of Mr. N. is no other, than!“ 
this, in other Words, viz. that in Biſhop Bull's | 
and his own Opinion, the beſt or moſt unexce- 
ptionable Way to determine the True Senſe of 
Scripture, where any Difference ariſes concerning 
the True Senſe of the ſaid Texts, is, by conſulting 
the Writings of the moſt Ancient Fathers of the 
Church, as being the moſt unexceptionable Wit- 
neſies of what was the True Meaning of the inſpi- 
red Writers in the ſaid Texts. But now to al- 
ſert this, is no other than to aſſert the ſame, 
which 1 aſſerted, and undertook to maintain 
againſt the ſeveral Suggeſtions or Arguments 
containd in your Introduction to the contrary. 
So that Biſhop BULL and Mr. NELSON were 
exactly of the ſame Judgment with me in the 
Matter; altho you have acted the part of / 
Foul an Adverſary, as Wilfully to miſrepreſent 
the forementioned Two great Perſons, as of 
a different Judgment from Me in the Caſe. _ 
Ihe Matter of Fact, as to your uſing the 
Fouleſt manner of Quotation, being thus evi- 
911 : e 
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_ dently\prov'4 againſt you, I proceed to make 
Two Inferences from it; One with relation 
to the Readers of your Books concerning the 
Trinity, the Other, with relation to your 


As to the Readers of your Books concerning 
the Trinity, I obſerye to them, that from 
hence may fairly be inferr'd, that little or no 
regard ought to be had by them to the Quota- 
tions made uſe of by you, in favour of your 
Falſe Notions concerning the Trinity; at 
leaſt, unleſs they are themſelves Able to exa- 
mine, and have actual examin'd your Quo- 
tations, and thereupon have found them not 
to be Miſrepreſentations of the Writers (Sa- 
cred or Other) from whom they are taken. 
For the ſame Principle, that will give you 
Leave thus wilfely and fonlly to miſrepreſent 
any Writer, will likewiſe give you Leave to 
miſrepreſent ALL other Writers after the fame 
manner. Nay, it is but reaſonable to ſup- 
poſe, that He that will not ftick Wilfully 
and Foully to miſrepreſent a Paſſage in the 
Writings of a /zving Author, the 7rue Senſe 
whereof may be had, if not by comparing 
it with other Paſſages of the ſame Authors 
| Writings, yet from the Author himſelf, and 
fo the Miſrepreſentation may be eafily and 
| certainly diſcover'd; (which was the Caſe as 
he | to your Quotations out of Mr. N.'s Life of 
/i- | [Biſhop Bull, when you publiſh'd your Letter 
ly | to me) Such an one will much /eſs ſtict Wil- 
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fully and une, to N. 9 t Palſiges: in 
the Writings of any Dead Author or Writer, 
the True Senſe whereof can be gather d only 
by comparing other Paſſages of the ſame 
Writer, and not from the Author or Mitter 
himſelf; and ſo the Miſrepreſentation cant be 
ſo caſily and clearly diſcoverd. Hence it fol- 
lows, that the Reader is not to wonder, that 
all the ſeveral Texts of Scripture; cited by you 
under ſuch and ſuch Heads, to countenance | 
Folk Falſe Notioas concerning the Trinity, are 
no other than in reality, ſo many Miſrepreſen- 
tations of the ſaid Texts. How far theſe are wil. 
fl Miſrepreſentations, no one but God and 
your ſelf can know: But it is but too evident 
that you are guilty of Wilful Miſrepreſentati- 
ons of other Writers as well as Mr. Nelſon, 
particularly of Mr. Nelſon's Friend; of which 
the Reader will find —.— others) Na noto- 
riot Inſtance taken notice + by the faid Mr. 
"Nelſon's Friend in Pag. 150, 151. of his Anſwer 
to your Reply: Where, ſays that Learned 
Writer, thus: Had the Dr. [viz. Dr. Clarke] 
> when he cited my Words, not omitted this 
Ip *< Laſt Sentence, Which is always to be deter- 
1 * mined by the 'C ircumſtances of the Context, 


” he could not have fallen into ſo unfair 
wy Repreſentation. Which yet, he fays with 
great Aſſurance, is no Wield een of 
4s my Senſe, but is my True, Real, and Pro- 
e feſſed Meaning“ So that here the Reader 
has another * not only of your Fun. 


ly, 
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ty oh hy miſrenreſertins another 3 
by, leaving out à whole Sentence; but allo. of 
Four going about to do All you could to 2d 
your Reader, or keep. him from ſuſpecting, 

uch more from diſcovering your Miſrepre- 
ſentation, by Affirming with great Aſſurance, 
that it is no Miſrepreſentation of the ſaid Au- 
thor's Senſe, but his True, Real, and Profeſs'd 

Meaning. And if you are ſo Hardy as to do 
this with a Living Author, then from hence 

may very reaſonably be inferr d, that 20 Re- 

gard is to be had to Tour Aſſurances, that 
you do not miſrepreſent the Scripture, or Wri- 
tings of Dead Authors, but give their J. rue, 

: Rees ant Profeſs d Meaning. 

Laſtly, From what has been ſaid under this 

Head, may eaſily be gather d, with how good 
Reaſon Mr. Nelſon's Learned Friend has 
thought fit to give his Firſt Book againſt you 
this Title, viz. The Scripture Doctrine of the 
moſt Holy and Undivided Trinity vindicated 

| from the "MISREPRESENTA IONS» of Dr. 

] | CLARKE; and his Second Book the very 

s | fame Title, only with the Addition of Con: 

tina d; Rightly denoting thereby, that the 

„ of principal or only Weapon you have to defend 

a | your Errors Miche is That of Miſrepreſenta- 

h 

f | I come now to ae. Second Inference to 

L be made from your Foul Quotations and Wilful 

r Miſrepreſentatians, and which relates to your 

A eh. And that is This, viz. That it is the 

„ N c 2. ; Great- 
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Greateſt and Trueſt Piece of Friendſhip that. 
can be ſhewn to you to preſs home upon you 
the ſerious Conſideration, how ſuch Foul 
Praftices are conſiſtent, with Chriſtianity, ſhall 
T fay 2 nay, with ſo much as bare | rpenuity, 
or Common Honeſty. You profeſs in your Wri- 
tings a great Zeal againſt Popery, and you do 
well therein. But you would have done 
much better, if you would have let your 
Zeal againſt Popery have preſervd you from 
falling into One of the worſt, or moſt miſ- es 


8 g. S ZS 


chievous Practices of the Popiſh Party, T | C 
mean, That of wilfully miſrepreſenting Writers, | C: 


by leaving out of their Writings, whatſoever 
makes againſt their Popiſp Tenets. Further, 
Put the Caſe, one of your Pariſhioners had 
come and acquainted you, that there was a 
Canſe depending between him and another, 
and that there was a Third Perſon who un- 
derſtood the Merits of the Canſe very well, 
whom he had a mind to cite into the Court 
for a Witneſs on his ſide, provided he could 
any ways influence the ſaid Witneſs, ſo as ta 
make him ſpeak ONLY SO MUCH as made | 
for him; tor the Truth was, that if the faid 
Witneſs ſhould ſpeak ALL that he knew of 
the matter, his Evidence would clearly mate 
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againſt him, and quite turn the Cauſe on the | 1 
ot her ſide : Wherefore Matters ſtanding thus, | ? 
he defir'd to be inform d of you, Whether he | © 

might not lawfully and honeſtly uſe ſuch Means Ik 

as lay in his Power, to MAKE the ſaid Wrt || 4 
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t. ſpeak ONLT SO MUCH as . 
Hin Now, would not you in this caſe think | 
our ſelf oblig d in Conſcience, to inform 
him that thus apply'd himſelf to you, chat it 
„was moſt hzghly Eheereebte, not only to the 
Rules of Chriſtianity, but even to Common Fo- 


neſty, for him to uſe any ſuch Means. And if 
this be no other Direction than what you 
ought to have given to one of your Pariſhio- 
ners in ſuch a Caſe, if you would have act- 
ed Uprightl, and as a Faithful Miniſter of 
Chriſt ; then would you not do well, moſt 
calmly and feriouſly to conſider, how you 
your ſelf can be excusd from following the 
ſame Direction in a like Caſe. For to cite an 
Aut hor is the fame as to cite a Witneſs; and 
agreeably, to cite not ALL that an Author 
Jays of a Point in Controverſie, but Oui S0 
MUCH as makes for the Party that cites 
him, omitting what the Author ſays in favour 
of the other Party; (To cite, T ſay, an Au- 
thor thus Foul) is the ſame as to MAN E a 
| Witneſs ſpeak not ALL that he knows of the 
| Matter, but only SO MUCH as makes on 
one (ide, and to FORCE him to keep ro 
himſelf the reſt, which makes on the other 
fide. And therefore Thus to cite an Author, 
is (according to the Direction neceſſary in 
Truth to be given in ſuch a Caſe, as is afore 
obſer vd) moſt highly diſagrecable, not only to 
Rules of Chriſtianity, but even to Common 
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(ap, the archer of Hearts; - knows) 
rom a {un 


cere Delire, of being ſerviceable, 
not only, to the Truth pf our molt, Holy Heli. 
Feen but alſo to the Welfare of your Soul in a 
ſpeclal manner: So I ſhall conclude with my 
moſt hearty Wiſhes, that it may have its due 
Effeck on you. It is got altogether impoſh- 
all your Great Acquaintance, nor to have one 
ſo true and real à Friend to you, as Freely 
and Plainly to mind you of the Unwarranta- 
bleneſs and downright Sinfulneſs of ſuch Pra. 
clices, as are here proyvd againſt you. And 
there is the more reaſon to fear ſuch may be 
Vvour maſt unhappy, Caſe ; becauſe I am not 
ignorant, that ſome that think themſelves 
your Friends, and alſo are ſtanch to the Ca- 
tholick Doctrine of the Trinity, have ſo 
wrong a Notion of True Friendſbip, as to think 
themſelves thereby oblig'd, not to lay open 
e to others, and therefore much 
leſs to your. ſelf, but rather to endeavour to 
conceal them by ſaying, that However diffe- 
rent) you may. expreſs your ſelf, yet your 
MEANING is be SE with the CA. 
THOLICK Doctrine of the Trinity. Which 
is in eflect to ſay, that he that affirms there 
is but ONE Eternal, Unreated , Almighty 
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Perſon, &c. means the S AME, as He that at- 
firms there are 7 REEF Eternal, Uncrea- 
ted Almighty Perſons, Wc. and conſequently, 
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it is in effect to ſay, that He that affirms one 


Side of a Contradiction, means the SAME, as 
He that affirms the other Side of the ſame. 
Contradiction. And ſuch as can be thus far 
inſiuenc d by wrong Notions of Friendſhip, 
as to go about even to Reconcile the Two Sides 
of a Contralliction, in Favour of you, or in or. 


3 


der to Excuſe your Errors; it may be reaſona- 


bly preſum'd, that they will much ſooner go 


about to colour the foul. (Quotations after the 
beſt Manner they can. Therefore the more 
you want a true Friend, the more are you be- 
holding to me for acting the Part of a true 
Friend, in thus Freely and Plainly laying 
before you the Foulneſs and downright Sin- 
fulneſs of ſuch your Practices. Indeed 
had I been left at Liberty in the Caſe, I 
ſhould have choſen to have done it by a pri- 
vate Letter. But ſince you have not ſerupled 
to make uſe of ſuch Practices in a publick 
Manner, and to the publick Diſadvantage of 
Religion; it is become neceſſary, that the Re- 
medy ſhould be as publict as the Evil. And 
J repeat here again my moſt hearty Wiſhes, 
that What (out of a moſt Sincere and truly 
Chriſtian Friendſhip) T have laid before you, 
may have its due Effect on you: Namely, by 
prevailing(thro' the Bleſſing of God concurring 


therewith) ſo far on you, as to move you once 


more to take Pen in Hand, (not to defend, 
GOD. of his Mercy to you forbid That, but) 
to RET RAC T your erroneous Opinions con- 
£ EY His ED cerning 


Reply + 4 K 


ng the Trinity, and alſo your Foul Praftices || - 
In defending your Errors: This being, I con. 
ceive, the Indiſpenſible Means for your ſo Qua- 
lifying your ſelf, that you may lud receive 
in the general Convocation ed the laſt Day, a4 
mild or merciful Sentence from the G RRATI 
F 1$H0 P of our Souls; from whoſe Digni- - 
ee and Glory you have no leſs than || 5 
infinitely detracted by your Writings, and who 
notwithſtanding is thex to be your Judge. 85 
Amen, Bleſſed and Merciful n ** God * 
28 well : as add Man! $54 $01 1h 
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V Hereas | in * ” of your Re- 
ply to Mr. Nelſon, &c. you ex- 
preſsly acknowledge, 112 Chriſt 
Is 'by Nature Truly God, as Tru 
ty as Man is by Nature Truly Man, I ſhall 
here take hold of What you thus Rightly ac- 
knowledge, as a proper Means to let you 
into a Sight of ſame of your principal Errors, 
which are plainly inconſiſtent with what you 
acknowledge in the forecited Places, as will 
— from the following Conſiderations. 


 Firſ, He that is by Nature 7. ruly Man, does, 
acid partake of W H 4 TEYVER is ES- 
SENTIAL to the Nature of Man. For He 
that wants ANT Thing ESSENTIAL 
_ | the Nature of Man, 77 therefore not Truly 
5. | Han by Nature, but ſomewhat elſe. Where- 
I | fore if Chriſt be by Nature Truly God, AS 
- | TRULY AS Man is by Nature Truly Man, 
I (which is no other than what you expreſsly + 
allow) then Chrift, as being thus by Nature 
| | TZruly God, does partake of W //ATEVER 
* 16 ESSENTIAL to the Nature of Cod. 
For otherwiſe, it 8 wants 4 N 7 thing 
ES. 
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ESSENTIAL to the 3 God, He 


is not Truly God y Nature (as you Allow and 
Aﬀert) but ſomewhar elſe. "Wherefore /- A 


. Fhat ſame! Self Eaiſtente, which (as you 
add in the ſame Page 8 1.) i peculiar to the 
Father, and abſolately Incommunicable, can't be 
allo ESSENTIAL to the Nature of God. 
For were it ES SENTIAL, then Chriſt, 
as being by Nature Truly God, and ſo partaking 
of WHATEVER i is ESSENTIAL to the Na. 
ture of God, muſt partake of eber ſaid 728 f 


N dne 5 Wherefore 


Ir" evidently; follows; rhas, to Ars that | 


Self Exiſlence is Peculiar to the Father, and 
abſolutely Incommunicable, and yet to Aſſert, 


that the yu Self Exiſtence is the moſt Eſſential © 


Attribute of the Divine Subſtance, is no other 
than to Aſſert two things which imply a 


Contraditt ion one to the other. Foraſmuch as | 


it is in effect to Aſſert, that the ſame Self. 
Exiſtence. 18 bel and Incommunicable. 
Now you are manifeſtly Guilty of Aſſerting 
_ both ſides of this Contradiction. For (in the 
forecited Pag. 8 1.) peaking of this Self- 
Exiſtence, yowſay expreſsly, that it is Peculi- 
ar do the Father, and abſolutely IN COMMU- 
NICABLE- And that it is COMMUNICA- 
BEE, you do in effect Aſſert, by Aſſerting 
Cin Pag. 2 30. of the ſame Book): that the ſaid 
Seh . is 4 3 nay, the Primary 


and | 


nnen tt 


ind MOST ESSENTIAL 1.d4ttribute ef 'the 
Divine Sulſtance For if it be thus ESSEN. 


to the Reverend Dr. Clarke. 2 


TIAL, and # Chriſt be by Nature Truly 


God, as Truly as. Man is by Nature Truly 


Man (Which you own in the forecited Page 
dr.) then it follows, according to the ſoreci- 
ted Conſiderations, that AS Man, by being 

Truly Man by Nature, does partake of ALL 
Kat 18 ESSENTIAL to the Human Na- 
ture or Sulſtance, SO Chriſt by being 7. ruly 
God.by Nature, does partake of "ALL that is 
ESSENTIAL. to the Divine Nature or Sub- 
fance, and conſequently of the ſaid Self: 


| Exiſtence, if ittbe ESSENTIAL? as you Af: 


ſert.; and therefore that the ſald Self-Exi/tence 
is COMMUNICABLE according to the ne- 


ceſlary Conſequences of ſome of your Afſerti« 
ons (Q. E. P.) tho elſewhere vou Aflert 1 ir to 


be INCOMMUNICABLE  :.... 


Now your Notion of Self. Aude ee 
thus moſt egreziouſly Falſe, and altogether Iu- 


onfiſtent with it ſelf, it follows, that 4 that 
you have built upon it, muſt together with. It, 


fall to the Ground; and conſequently that 


the Greateſt Part (if not in efiect 4 of 
what you have writ in Defence of your Falſe 
Notions concerning the Trinity, is overthrown 
by the three foregoing Conſiderations. For 


it is notorious, What a mighty Pudder and 
Ding you keep in your Books with your Noti- 


on, of. Self. Rxiſtence; what a mighty Streſs 
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vun lay upon it, and how it is generally, if 
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28 
not ds dur Reſerve, to bring /you off 
When all 1 E 7 fail you. But no- 
this your Not ion of Self Exiſtence thus appent- 
ing ©. be moſt e Trat wrong, and fo to be 
n Argument in teality; it follows, that you 
are 4/7 left, either to ind fome Better Argu- 
ment, or to hat your OI een 
che Trinity, 

And in order to iconvinee * you further of 
your faid Errors, it may be of good uſe ans 
only to ſhew you, that your Notion of 
Exiſtence is wrong, which" has been dend 
done; but alſo) to ſhew, what is the True 

Notion of Self-Exiſtence, whereby will ap. 
pear. more Fully, wherein the Wrongneſs of | 2 
Jour Notion STOP ft, or whence. it does 8 3 
W Divine Nature "hb bt con der 
in a 7wofo/d reſpect, viz. either in reſpect to 
what is Eſſentiai thereto in general, and ſo 
Common to a the three Perſons in the God- 
head (or who partake of the Divine Nature; 
or elſe it may be conſider d in reſpect to what 
is Peculiar to each Perſon in the a 
conſider d diſtinctly, or by Himſelf. 8 
Nod if the Divine Nature be conſider'd i in 
che former reſpect, i. e. in re to M hat is 

Eſfential thereto in general, or in ei 

1% all orber Natures; then it will appear; that 
Oge Fſertial Artribute or Propriety belong · 
ing to the ſaid Divine Nature in general, or 

whereby it is laing! „5. d from all other Na. 
SOfF * 7 cures, 
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tures; is This, that the Divine Nature is UN. 
CREATED, whereas all other Natures are 
CREATED; that is, in other Words, the 
Divine Nature is #0t derived from, much leſi 
made Hy. any Being of a ſuperiour Nature; 
but is in this reſpect Underivd, or Nnorigina - 
reu, or Self Exiſtent, and conſequently is 
Supreme to all other Natures; foraſmuch as 
Al vr her Natures are deriv'd from, nay, made 
by the Divine Being, or the Perſons which 
ſubſiſt in the Godhead or Divine Nature. 
Whence it appears, that as Self Exiſteuce or 
Unoriginate nes, (&c.) does in this Senſe de- 
note no other than Uucreatraueſs; ſo it is an 
Attribute Eſential to the Divine Natare in 
| general, and therefore may be fitly diſtin- 
2 ff Sollte by the Name of Natural Self Fxiſtence 
and Unoriginateneſs, (&c.) or Self Ex iſtence, 
(&c.) of Nature; and is conſequently! Com- 


des to All the Three Perſons in the God- 


head. So that (agreeably to that excellent 
Epitome, or Standard of the Catholict Do- 
Qrine concerning the Trinity, which goes 
under the Name of the At hanaſſan Creed) it 
may truly, and ovght by every True Chriſtian 
to be ſaid, SUCH as the FATHER is in this 
reipect, SUCH- zs rhe SON, awd SUCH is 
the HOLY GHOST: Namely, the Father 
Untreate (or Self Fxiſtent, or Unoriginate,&c.) 
the Son Uncreate, (or Self Exiſtent in this re- 
ſpect, or Unoriginate,) and the Holy Ghoft Un. 
errate, (or Self Exiſtent in this reſpect, &c.) 


30 4 Send Rep vl 
But now, if the Divine Nature be conſi- 
der d in tlie latter of the Two reſpects above 
mention d, vir. in reſpect to what is Peculiar 
to each Perſon in the Godhead, conſider d Di- 
ſtinctly and by Himſelf, and ſo in oppoſition 
or Coatradiſtinction to the Ot her Perſons in 
the Godhead; hence, foraſmuch as the Father 
derives not the Divine Nature from either of 
| the Other Divine P erſon 8, but they | aerive it 
from him, there ariſes another ſort of Self 


Exiſtence, which relates (not to the Efence of | 


the Divine Nature as the rang 23 NS but) 


by the Name of Perſonal Self Exiſtence, or 
Self: Exiſtence of Perſoa .. ir nan 
It appears therefore, that He that would 
have unconfus d and ſo right Notions concerns 
ing the SELF-EXISTENCE of God, muſt be 


careful to diſtinguiſh between the TWO ſorts | 


of - Self-Exiſtence relating to God, foraſmuch 
as they greatly -d;fer one from the other; ſo 


that what may be ? truly affirm d of One, can? ä 


be truly affirm d of the Other. That they 


5 greatly differ, is evident from hence, that the 


by the Divine or Uncreated Nature is diſtin- 


guiſh d, and differs" eſſentially from All other, | 


or Created Natures; but the Per ſons in the 


Godhead: or Divine Nature, do xot. differ. 


thereby One from the Other: Whereas the 


Perſonal Self. Exiſtence of God is that, whereby 


ther, and may therefore be fitly diſtinguiſh'd 


ts the Reverend Dr ” Clarke: 3 1 


One, or the Firſt Perſon of the Godhead is 


diſtinguiſn d from the Other Two, not elſenti- 
ally, but only as to his peculiar Mode 0 
Suchſſſting, or Paternal Relation. Hence, tho 
it may be truly faid of the Natural Self- 
Exiſtence of God, that it is the moſt eſſential 
Attribute” of the Divine Subſtance, yet the 
ſame can t be truly ſaid of; the Perſonal Self 


Exiſtence of God the Father: And on the 


other hand, tho it may be truly ſaid of the 
Perſonal | Self. Exiſtence of God the Father, 


that it is Peculiar to the Father, and abſolutely 


9 | Incommunicable, yet the ſame can't be truly ſaid 


of the Natural Seif-Exiſtence of God. And 
ſo moſt clearly appears, wherein lies your 
Grand Error as to your Notion of the Divine 


Self-Exiſtence, viz. in your not diſtinguiſping 


the forementioned two forts of Self-Exiſtence, 


but confounding them together, às if they 
were One and the Same; and conſequently 
in your joyntly Afiirming of the Divine Self: 


Exiſtence (thus wrongly conſider d by you, 


* | as but of one ſort} Two Aſſertions (vir. that 


it is both peculiar pA the Pather, and abſolutely 
Incommunicable, and alſo the moſt eſſential 

Attribute of the Divine Subſtance) which can 

be truly Affirmd but Diſtin4ly, One of the 

| Perſonal Exiſtence of God the Father, and 


the Other of the Natural Selt- Exiſtence of 


God, Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt; as has 
been TEM 1 ed and nc th ſhewn. 1 


414. Ann 


$4 P | 
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FA Nature which! is thus Supreme in 
the Nature of other Creatures here below. | 
In like manner, as GOD is SUPREME over | 


3 2511 1581 2 Mod: Reſp ar 65 


I proceed now to ſhem, that your: Vn 
Notiows "and conſequently your: Pale. Reaſon. 
ige, concerning the Supreme God, ariſe from 
Juſt a like Cauſe: Namely, there ought to be 
EE a twofold Supremacy ;'/ One, as 
Dignity of Nature ; the Other, as to Di. 


ivy of Order. Now, as MAN is SUPREME 


to All other Creatures here below, as to 
Dignity of Nature; ſo in this reſpect ALL 


MEN. SONS' as well as FATHERS ,' are 


EQUALLY Supreme to the ſaid other Crea. 
tures; foraſmuch as 41 Men, SONS as. well 
as FATHERS, partake of the Jame Humane 


AP other Beings whatever, as to Dignity. of 


Nature; ſo in this reſpet Al the Perſons of 


the Godhead, SON and SPIRIT; as well as 
FATHER, are EQUAL LT Supreme over 
4 other Beings, foraſmuch as AY the Perſons 


of the Godhead,” SON and SPIRIT, as well | 
as FATHER, do partake of the ſame | Divine 


Nature, Which is thus: ſupreme in e to 
| the Natures of A other Beings whatever. 


But, as among Men, altho' the SON hs 


E QUALLY ſupreme with the FATHER 


over other Creatures here below, 1 in reſſ pect of 
Dignity of Nature; yet the F ATHER. is 
juſtly and univerſally acknowledged to be 
SUPREME even to the SON, in reſpect to 

Dignity of Order - fo with relation to News 
habe | altho' 


y to 


ener rend 3 Sc: goed 


71 0 


FATHER alone is in the higheſt, ſtrict, aud 


an Inference, 


WY Rew Tom Tt.” W Q /eaT'W@ ' WET 0-0 w 


Ather the — — be BQUAL 


DF:Supreme wich tie EAT HER over all other 
Beings, in reſpect eo Dignity of Nature; yet 
theFATHER' is juſtly acknowledg d by the 
Catholick Church to be SUPREME even to 
the SON (and BO TH to the OPENED)" in 
re to Dignity of Order. 

When therefore you aſſert Oui your Prop. 7 
of Part. 2. of Script. D Doctr. &c.) that the 


proper ſenſe, abſolutely SUPREME over Al, if 
you mean no more, than that the 
FATHER i is thus abſolutely SUPREME over 


| All} in reſpect to Dignity of Order, you aſſert 
| ho more than the Catholick Church always 


taught: But if from the FATHER's Supre- 

macy of Order you would iufer likewiſe the 

FATHER's ee of of Nature, you make 
ich will by no means hold; 

foraſmuch as it is Notorious that there may 

be 8 of Order, wha: there is an E. 

ity of Nature. 
LY 10 ſhort, from the true N. bas of: the Di. 


Dive Supremacy , and Self - Exiſtence thus ex- 


lain d, it fe lows, that altho' the FATHER 
SUPREME in reſpect to Dignity of Order, 
yet this hinders not, but that it may be ru 
ſaid, that the SON and HOLY GHOST, as 


| tell de, and together with the FATHER, are the 


moſt SUPREME GOD, namely, in reſpect 
to the moſt Supreme Dignity of the Divine 
Nature, . the don OG from the Fa- 


on . E ther, : 


0 
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ther;.andthe R heft gm Both u⁰,jöf 
which conſequentiy the Sand Holy. Gheſt 
pres as well as the At h mo: of e nivcl 
u bk” mnaner, lalthe che # "HER. Aloyp 
be /elf £xiſtenr 511m, pete eh 
Ex iſtence, yet this hinders nat, but it may 
rruly be ſaid, that SO Ah and H CHO 7 
as well as, andiFrggt her withethe HAL H R, 
The ithe SEL E Xd$STENT- 60: Ds 
namely, in vreſpect to Natural. Self-Exiftences 
UAhis being no other than to ſay, as it ſtands 
exprefsly Aſſerted in (hat- is commonly, 
Called) the14thandfian Nas pro the FA. 
IHRER A UNQREAT 1 4 the SON 


#9: UN CREATE, and the H. C GHOST LY 


. VNCREA TEN 2114 mon J Ji Jug! 
©; And-this-briogs Teer in the i next 
place, your moſt fir ange warne 


Fate Creatgdueſ and Uncre- 


8 


3 en 3 1 


9) that, tofu by”: N cle the Soy. \Cor 6 
BEIN Gz 16 eee Con 
herein you: are 3 ſtogether; in the. right. B 
then, it you will keep in thg right, ohn 
own, that gs Being and Not 5 *. 
niably Contradittory Terms; 19%, like kewile hre 
Created and (Not Created, or in the more 
uſual way of ſpeaking). Hegel ad 
<oplequently 4 FM: dau ner haf 


"Eg 
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© ſupreme © Father" M. al Thing g, and (N. BZ 1 
hat Syſtem of Beings" Which we call the' 
*: Creature, it will of neteffity follow, that? 
the of GD muſt be eſtlier the % gene 
Turber himſelf, or elſè u mere Creature. 
I am ſorry I muſt ſay, that I dont remem-! 


q — the e DF. Clarke. 
ſomerb rig Berwcen"a" Ceran Un? 
pon . 1 0 90 10827 an Diieniuble Contra” 
dittion,;" that to ſhy," He is ſomething betu cen 


Sein and Not , Being,” And yet er ie 
unreafonable rate 46 You talk i in the forecited! 


page 228. of your Re ly, Oe. For whereas 


the Right Reverenih'\a: " eafted- Author 'of 
ſome" Confiderations, &c. had "rightly *obſerv'd' 
to you, that hee cn, b 10 MIO DLE Be. 
figs. berween'the® CREATOR and the CREA. 
TURE; your Anſwer thereto in the Page 
jaſt oited, Aua his: This (N. B.) if it 
be True, proves evidently! the Impoſſibility” 


Ack this Liardeds Writer — Scheme. For 
tbe Oreator ſigülfying (in Se kipture phraſe)" 


„he Father of all 2 „ who created all” 
"Things (. B bis Son's If now there 
cannot poſſibly Be any thing between the: 


ber, that ever afore T met with ſo much Falſ- 
hood and Falſe Reaſoning erohded togetlier 1 in 


place; yourExpreſſion, Er he true, plainly. 
— chat in your Opinion it is VO true, 

that there is e MIDDLE Being between dhe 
Creator and the Creature; © Which: with reſp ect 


* | ns 7+ | to 


; 2 


ſo few Eines, by any Divine. Por in the firſt 


to the Point in Controverſie, is the fame as 


oe eres See. ee ar an Ee AE eee Le Ee ade a he hn nl ; {4 
ee MW, y — : 


* 
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to nds has _ is 1 * 0 * 
ated and Uncreated Being; and conſequently. 
is the ſame as to affirm, what is an andevighle 
Contradict ion, as is afore obſervd. For the 
main point in Controverſie is, whether the 
Son and Holy Ghoſt be not of the ſams Unereq- 
ted Nature "ch the Father. And therefore 
when the R. R. Author of ſome Conſiderati- 
ons, &c. rightly objects againſt your Falſe 
Notions, that there can Ie 16 MIDD LE 
Being between the Creator and the Creature 3 
you might eaſily have perceiv d that the True 
and Full Meaning of . Objection is this, 
that there can le Nothing of a MIPDLP 
Nature between the Nature of the Creator and 
the Nature of . the Creature,” 4, e. in other 
Words, there can be uo MIDDLE Natire 
between a Created and Uncreated Nature. So 
that if you affirm the contrary, you -muſt af. 
firm what is as undeniable a Contradiftion, as 

7 3 there may be ſomewhat between 1 
Heing and Not a Being ; Created and Unerea- 
ing as much Contradidtory. ment as 


Being and Nor Being. 24-44 5 


. ny 2h, You obſerve in A eee Paſſige, 
that 2 Creator 7 fynifees. (in Scripture inge 
the Father of All things, who created All things 


* 1 I 4 . 


pears; that according to the True Senſe of 
Scripture, the Father ALONE is not. to be 
em th Greater FR Al 1 things, but the 
07. | bs F ather. 


— 


. 


BT bis Son. Whence, fay-1,-it evidently ap- 


WW _=»G0vz"_ oy Rv 3 6 0-5 


Fathze JOINTLY. with the Sor. ty, . 


r 390 2 0” 2 OE OO CO 


to 1 F Je , 


ſelf evident, and inderd no other than an 
Akutical Propoſition; that BY WHOM A. 
things were Created, H is the' CREATOR of 
All things : But according to your: ſelf, B L 
the SON All things: were Created: (Hor it 
the Father Created Al things B him, then 
BT Him were All thingy\Created;)'Thetefort: 
the SON is the CREATOR of All things, 
as well as, or Jointly with the Father. Whence 
it follows, that the SON muſt be Himſelf 
——— as en as e N | Ne ihne. 
fore iel 


4 9 11 f is od U * Ablurd, 
that BECAUSE the Scriptures teach, that 


the Fatber Created All things BY the Son, 


you ſhould thence infer, that he Futber Alone 
is the Creator of Al things according to the 
Seriptures: This being no other, than to infer 


in other Words, that the Father Created A.. 


thing. WITHOUT the Son, namely, for 
this plain Reaſon; BECAUSE He Created 


Al things BI the Son. But now, that you 
argue after this Abſurd rate, is plain from the 
remaining part of your forecited Paſſage. 
For the \ Deſign thereof is to prove, that if 
there can ze no. MIDDLE Being between the 
Creator and the Creature, then it will of neceſ. 
ſity follow, that the Son of God muſt be either 
the Supreme Father himfelf,, or elſe\ a mere 
. And to prove this, your Argument 
e in 


yt <4: ont e cl alt ot 


in ſhort ſtands thus The! FacbE/ALONE=® 75 
the Creator: If therefdreotherè can be nο . 
dle Being betweemithe (RRATOR and the 
that it evidently appears; thadt the whole ſtreſs 
of your Argument liest upon this Suppoſition, 
that ehe Father A LON is the Erentoriof All 
things ; which Suppoſition yo ground with 
admirable Sagacity and Reaſon, ON the 
Creator | fuißhing (in Scripture Phraſe) the 
Father ef All things; ho created All things 
BT his Son : Whereas this moſt plainly proves 
juſt the contrary, v/z. that the CREATOR of 
All thingbis vo the Father ALONE] but the 


as it is moſt certainly true, that therè can be 
no Midale Being between the Creator and the 


Creature: ſo it is ſo far from following thence 4 


of. neceſſity, that the Sor of: Gba. muſt be eit 


the Father himſelf, or a mere Creature: That 


what truly follows .thence of zeceſſity, is this, 
wiz." that the Son ¶ Gad is of the ſame: uncro- 


ated Nature (or Sulſtance) with Gad rhe fu. 1 


ther, according to the Doctrine of the Catho- 
lick Church. W hence it Appears, that the 


—— 


Conſiderations). proves. evidently what it was 


4 5 ' wx ts" 4 ? ; 28 4 A 
brought to prove, namely, the: Impaſſbility 
(not of bis, but) of aur Scheme. nw | 
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Father. and Son JOINTLY. And therefore, ch 
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© BefgrebJeltayethis admirable . Paſſage: of 
yours; al myſtdeſire the Reader to take notice 
of this Rxpreſſion in it. Ihat Syſtem of Being 
which me: call.;The Creature. Where, if by, 
Whic 7 call Ihe reaturci you mean, Mhich 
— ing to, the common Uſe of the Word 
Greatureyhro all Ages of the Chriſtian Church, 
is, call d Th Creature; chen, I ſay, that accor- 
ding to the Doctrin of the en Catholick Cl urch, 
OUT of That, Syſtem of... einge which we call 
The Creuture, is excluded, not only: God the 
Father, but, alſo God the Sou, and. Gods the. Hos 
e ee Ther, af, of ing 
6b ME; call the FC +. you mean, 
call . he. Gr eath ure, 
_ vou thereby 1 . enougl eee, 
that according to your Notions Between the 
Creator, e e vop) is the Fat her 


& Alone, and Ihat Syſiem ef Beings which is 
„ ee eee The Creature, there is in rea- 


lity, 4 NOT ER, bort or 9 of CRE A- 
TED Being Fx. Beings, viz, the Son and Holy 
Ghoſt... So that from 11 Diſcovery . may be 
plainly, qaferr'd'7wo Things of great Impor- 
tance in the Controverſie between al Ortho. 
dox and M ou, vi. Firſt, The Reaſon why you 
do not expxeſsly rank the Son and 72 Ghoſt 
among the Number of Creatures, viz. Becauſe 
They are not comprehended under That Syſtem 
of Beings, which, is commonly call d The Crea- 
ture : aſtho they are in reality, no other than 
Another, and Higher Sort or Sorts of Created 
Being Or Beings. . And 


WL Second "Rep Net 
© Aid therefore, 2s on the One Bandp 1 möſt 
heaftly pray, out of my moſt ſmcere Aſſecti. 
on to you, thar this ye infinite Degradation 
of the fad 1 wo "Divine Perſons may wot 
prove the moſt unhappy Occaſton of your 
Degradation from 4 State, at "leaſt; from 
: 2 e Degree of Haf ppineſs and: e 
<6: World to come, which you 'might "other. 
wiſe Have been judg d worthy of. on aceount 
of the Service you 15 have” done Religion 
in ot he Reſpects: $6 on the other hand, 1 
defire duet as think themſelves" to be your 
Friends, to conſider whether after all this, 


_ they can oſfibly perſuade themſelves that 
=, 7 es 15 S PE with the "Catholic 
Doctri the Church, tho yo * 8 


Johr ſelf n Differently ; If they can 
 Iknow not what there'1s, but They may have 
the knack of perſuadimg chene en ge” 'Tf 
they cannot, then they ought to join with me, 
in endeavouring Heartily and Freely to make 
you fenfible of your moſt pernicious and detefta- 
ble Errors, and the moſt dreadful Conſequences 
of them, if perfiſtedin, 5 a T imely Re- 
pentance and Open Retriflation. © 
Jo promote which moſt deſitable End, I 
per to convince you further of your Er- 
rors ,” by Ng. notice of your like Falſe 
Reafontn u your Anſwer to the Objection 
(which i Aae ſtands before the Obje- 
jon and your Acer already conſider d. 
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thing that is, muſt be either GOD himſel , or 


may le BEGOTTEN of. Him, 


which yet nevertheleſs will not be He himſelf, of 
whom it 15 legotten. In which Anſwer, thus 
Vat it is very Orthodox to ſuppoſe 
that Something may be BEGOTTEN- of 
GOD, is very true; but then it makes not 
| [for You, but altogether a gainſt vou. For as 
He that is BEGOTTEN of MAN. is MAN, 
and of the very ſame Subſtance and Nature with 
the MAN bis Father that begot him; fo TIE 
that is BEGOTTEN. of GOD, is GOD. and 
of the very ſame Subſtance and Nature with. 
GOD the Father that begot him. And there- 
fore tho ſomething may be, and is BEGOT-, 
TEN ef Cod, yet it ſtill holds undeniably 
True, that Every thing that is, muſt be either 


much, VIZ 


GOD. Hi ſelf, er be MADE by Him, That, 
he that is begotten of God the Father is Not 
He Himſelf of. whom he is begotten, i. e. is 
not. God the Father, is indeed very True; 


but then it is what is nor dem) in the Objecti- 
ſon, and ſo tis uo Anſwer to tlie Objection, 


35 being nothing to the purpoſe. 
* remains therefore, that by your Anſwer, 


if it makes any thing againſt. the Objection, 


4 Ea muſt mean thus much: That the Son, on 


account of his being begotten of the Father, 


is therefore not of the ſame. Subſtance with, 
| F 


the 
** 


, Dr „Clarke: 41 
Reply, Se. Where to this Objection, "Every 


te MADE h bin, your Anſwer is, I. has 
generally been thought very Orthodox to. ſupptſe, 


4 
I 
4 
| 
1 
9 
» 3s 
7 
1 
1 


#Þ ge Second” "Reply" r 
the Father, nor yet of (What is commonly 
call'd) a Made Subſtance or Nature; but of a 
Middle Nature between the other Te. So 
that accofding to your Notion," 'Beyorrew is a 
Term that ſignifies Joriewhat” between Made 
and Unmade, © 

And that this is your Meaning 11 im en- 
firm d by What you ſay to the ſame pu 
in Pag. 430. of Script. Doctf. Where on theſe 
Words of the Athanaffan Creed (commonly 
ſo calld) Such at the Father is, ſuch is the 
Son, c. you comment thus: 4 Not Self. 
** exiſtent, not Unoriginated, not Indepen- | 
dent; but ſuc in all Senſes wherein Hef 
„that deriyes his Eſſence or Being from a- 
*©nother, can be ſuch as is He from whom | | 
« He derives it” This you lay great ſireſs | 
upon, and therefore repeat it elſew here: 


Whereas 1 it is at the bottom no more \than 44 


meer Piece of Sophiſtry, or à Falacy; and 
the Fallacy plainly appears by diftinguiſhing | 
the different ways, whereby 77 that A Aft re 
his Eſſence, may, or may not be SUCH as" is | 
He from whom he derives it. Namely, if the | 
RELATION only be confider'd,” which /ari- | 


ſes between Him that derives his Effence, and "oy 


Him from whom it is deriv d, o ut of 
ſuch a Derivation; ; then it is "'Undeniably 
True, that He that derives, cat be CH“ 
as is He from whomhe, derives hig Eſfence;; 1 
- this bein; no other, than to fay chat the Hon 5 4 
| can't be” is own Father.” But if 1 . RE-| - 
730 
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but) the NATURE of the Two 
— = conſderd,.. then it is undeniably 


True, that he that derives. his Effence, not on. 
Ay may be, but (if he derives. it by Natural 
or Proper Generation) m be S UC FH, as is 
| * from whom he derives his Eſfence. 


Jo inſtance in Men: Tho' the Son is begor- 


os and ſo derives his Eſſence from his Fa- 


ther; yet this is ſo Far ſtom hindrzxg, that it 
is the Cauſe that the Son is of the ſame Hu- 


man Nature with the Father; and has, as well 
as the Father, whatever is Eſſential to the 
Human Nature, and ſo is altogether SUCH 
in Eſſence as is his Father from whom he derives 
his Eſſence: The deriving of his Eſſence from 
his Father, making him to differ from his 
Father, vor in any thing Efential to 4 Man, 
but only in the mutual Relation of one to the 
other, founded on Ones deriving his Eſſence 
from the Other, viz. He from whom the Ef. 
ſence was deriw d, being therefore Father ; 
and He aher deriv'd it - being therefore 
ee 
2 ieee in like manner with reſpect to 
60D. Tho God the Son is begotten of God 
the Father, and ſo derives his Eſſence from 
the Father; yet this is ſo far from h;ndring, 
that it is the Cauſe that God the Son is of the 
4 ſame Divine Nature with God the Father; and 
has, as well as the Father, whatever is Efen- 
tial to the Diving Nature, (and conſequently 
* That Self - Eriſtence, Unoriginateneſs, and 
Fot F 2 IInde- 
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r which is Eſſential to the Divine 
Nature) and fo is altogether SUCH in E, 
115 as is God the Father : The deriving of 
his Eſſence from God theFather;makinghim'to 
differ from the Father, act in any thing 'E/ex- 
tial to Go (viz. Natural Self- Exiſtence, Uno- 
riginateneſs. or Independency,) but only in 
the mutual Relation of One to the Other, 
5 founded on One's deriving his Eſſence from 
the Other, viz. He from whow' the Divine Eſ. 
ſence is deriv d, being therefore God the Father, 
(which is the ſame as to ſay in other Words, 
being therefore That | Perſon Alone,” who has 
Perſonal: Self. Exiſtence in the Godhead) and 
He that derives it thus by a Natural or Pro 
Generation, being therefore God the Son, and 
as ſuch, vot having Perſonal Self. Exiſtence. 
Now it being ſo very Clear and apparently 
True, that He that derives his Eſſence from A. 
nother, CAN be SUCH, as is He from whom 


he detives it, in reſpect to whatever is Efſen- | ft 


tial to Him from hom he derives it: And it 
being ſo ver fs and apparently True, that 
it 22 that * his Eſſence from Another, 
does derive it by a Natural or Proper Genera- 
tion. then He Always IS and MUST BE 
SUCH, as is Fe from whom he derives his 
Eſſence, namely, in reſpect to whatever is 
Eſſential to Him from whom he thus derives it: 
it hence apparently follows, that if you denn 
God the Son to be SUCH as God: the Father, in 

reſpect to whatever 1 is Ck to the Divine 


von” £ Nature 
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Nature of God the Father, the Reaſon why 
you do ſo. muſt be at the bottom no other 
than this, viz. Becauſe you eſteem God the 
Son to derive his Eſſence from God the Father, 
not by a Natural or Proper Generation, but on- 
ly by an Egui vocal or Improper Generation; 
» [which is the fame as to eſteem God the Son to 
i be no other than a meer Creature. For there is 
Ino Medium between a Proper and Improper 
Generation: And therefore if you will or 
„Allow Chriſt, or the Word, to be the Son of 
„God by a Proper Generation, you do thereby 
; [Affirm conſequentially, that He is the Son of 
| [Gor only by an | Improper Generation; in 
r [which Senſe 4/7 created Beings may be called 
| [the Sont of God. as God the Fatber is called 
_ [the Father of All things. And thus again you 
appear Guilty of ;»finitely degrading our Bleſſed 
Saviour, or of i»fx;tely detracting (as much as 
ſia you hes) from his Dignity and Divine Ma- 
jefly'; the dreadful” Conſequences whereof 
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t moſt highly deſerves your ſerious Conſidera- 
PPA o DDR | 
„ | To conclude, Sir, you are 2 moſt deplorable 
= Inſtance, how weak and b/ind Human Reaſon j 
L hs, and how Far it may wander into Self Incon- | 
s  (iffencies and Self Contradictions, when once it 
S fPeavesthe Paths of Truth. For among all the 
ßchemes of the Anti-trinitarians, yours, when 
y Fonſiderd to the Bottom, appears the moft 

n hrrational and ſelf contradittory, I heartily 

e jviſh it may never appear, that you have been 
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permitted to fall into ſuch great and pernici- 
ous Errors by way of Puniſhment for having 
too high an Opinion of your own Strength o 
Reaſon. ' You: did good Service to Religion 
whilſt you made uſe of your Abilities in De 
fence of the Truth of Religion. I wiſh the 
Eſteem. that was juſtly paid you on that ac 
count, did not prove the unhappy Means tc 
make you think, that whatever Cauſe yo 
ö were pleaſed to engage in, you muſt certainl 
1 carry it, and na one would be ſo Venturous as 
| to Oppoſe you. But you would have done well 
| to have remember d, that GOLIATH, tho 
| of an extraordinary Strength, yet foraſmuch ag. 
be was the Champion of the Philiſtins, was eaſi 
ly Loch down to the Ground, by no other 
than the Stripling DAVID, who came againſt 
him in the Name of the Lord, or in Defence of 
elde of Nel ion. „ 0 
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That it may pleaſe Thee to bring into the 77 , 
2» Truth Al ſuch. as have Erred and ard 
Deceiv'd, We beſeech Thee to hear us, Good 
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N the running: Title to each Page, inftead of A Second Reply, &c. read, A 
Second Letter, &c. | | 


Page Line For Read 
4 2, &c. the Reply your Reply. 
6 16 the Book your Book. 
19 your Pan your Own, 
Ii 18, 19 the Firſt Book your Firſt Book. 
I3 „ Weis,, mee. 
Ibid, 16, 17. Col. 3. their Authority their AUTHORITY. - 
Did. 22. Col 2; -- themſelves. themſelves 
me 16 have no Reaſon have good Reaſon. 
"i 8 WITNESS WITNESSES. 
20 laſt ſaid Writings ſaid Witneſs. 
21 5 2. made Him made for Him! 
OR the foul our foul. 
25 10 | forecited Places forecited Place. 
26 — 1 It evidently 3. It evidently. 
33 . M. „ 


N. B. I judge it Proper to obſerve here to the Reader, that altho' the 


Miſtake in the laſt Line of Page 10. be a very Odd one, yet the two moſt 
Material are in Page 13. where in Line 16, 17. of Dr, Clarke's Quotation, 


AUTHORITY ſhould have been printed in great Letters, and after ſthem- 
ſelves] in Line the 21ſt, ſhould have been pur a ſingle Line, thus, ——, as 
it ftands in Dr. Clarke, and was in my Copy. For it is obſcryable, that 
altho Dr. Clarke does after Ithemſelves] put a Line , j denoting there- 
by chat ſome what was there left out; . yer this is ſo Far from leſſening, that 
it renders the Miſrepreſentation the greater, For as ſuch a- Line is uſed to 
denote, that ſomewhat is left out, ſo ie 1 af d to denote in ſuch Caſes, that 
What is thus left out, is upon the Honeſty of the Writer Nothing to the Merits 
of the cauſi. So that if upon Examination, it appears to the contrary, viz. 
that what is thus left out, does affect the Merits of the Cauſe, then it is a plain, 
but ſcurvy Proof, What the Honeſty of the ſaid Writer is, or How little it is 
to be rely d upon. Hence it was, that upon wy Reading the ſaid Quotati- 
on, I did not miſtruſt any ſuch Foul! Dealing therein; and conſequently 
never ſtood to Examine the Truth of the ſaid Quotation, till Mr. Nelſon him- 
ſelf had taken notice of the Foulneſs thereof in his Letter mention'd in 
Page 12, of this my Second Letter. en pn os 
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